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r                              the consequence of such petty variation, I hope they would have
avoided it1.   But, probably, as they meant no ill, they suspected no
*                                 danger, and, therefore, consulted only what appeared to them propriety or convenience.'
A few days afterwards I consulted him upon a cause, Pater son and others against Alexander and others, which had been decided by a casting vote in the Court of Session, determining that the Corporation of Stirling was corrupt, and setting aside the election of some of their officers, because it was proved that three of the leading men who influenced the majority had entered into an unjustifiable compact, of which, however, the majority were ignorant. He dictated to me, after a little consideration, the following sentences upon the subject:—
1 •                                 'THERE is a difference between majority and superiority; ma-
jority is applied to number, and superiority to power; and power, like many other things, is to be estimated non nwncro sed pondere. Now though the greater mimber is not corrupt, the greater weight is corrupt, so that corruption predominates in the borough, taken collectively, though, perhaps, taken mtmerically, the greater part may be uncorrupt. That borough, which is so constituted as to act corruptly, is in the- eye of reason corrupt, whether it be by the uncontrolable power of a few, or by an accidental pravity of the multitude. The objection, in which is urged the injustice of making the innocent suffer with the guilty, is an objection not only against society, but against the possibility of society. All societies, great and small, subsist upon this condition; that as the individuals derive advantages from union, they may likewise suffer inconveniences; that as those who do nothing, and sometimes those who do ill, will have the honours and emoluments of general virtue and general prosperity, so those likewise who do nothing, or perhaps do well, must be involved in the consequences of predominant corruption.'
This in my opinion was a very nice case; but the decision was affirmed in the House of Lords.
*                          .         1 In justice to Dr. Memis, though I was against him as an Advocate,
I must mention, that he objected to the variation very earnestly, before the translation was printed off. BOSWELL.
Ont the doctorate convryn a licence in itself.
